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SOURCE: CERCLIS US EPA, SUPERFUND PROGRAM RUN TIME: 7/27/09 12:24 PM
LONG-TERM HUMAN HEALTH PROTECTION WORKSHEET

Site vame:  OLD AMERICAN ZINC PLANT EPAID:  |L0000034355

NFL Status: Superfund Alternative

Fejizn: 05 Section: SFD/RRB#2/RRS4: 090595300 Primary RPM: MURAWSKI, RONALD

HE furvey Status:  Current Human Exposure&ontrolled NOT

—

HE Exstimated Centrol Date: f 5151 Z}ft LTHHP Estimated Control Date: 9/30/2015  HE Last Review Date: —6/45/2889 RPM Certified: Yes

.ustfication Type: :'ZEN C. Justification Date: d})ldj 7/},/0‘1

Ut ﬁcatnn Text II sne status has changed please enter a Jushﬁcatlon as to why the status has changed:

s

DMlnltl(Jn The= Long Term Human Health Protection El documents the progress achieved towards providing long-term
hurian health protection by measuring the incremental progress achieved in controlling unacceptable human exposures at

a site.
Step 1: Is there sufficient known and reliable information to make an evaluation on human exposure at this site? I insuficient Data
Answer:  Yes N to Determine
. - o Human Exposure
} SDMS Nurber(s): 3 i3 (0 (R Control Status
1 List Feference Document(s): 0_5/17 K( APT EPA Region 5 Records I _
| T
372421
Yes
E ‘Hava all long-term human exposure-related cleanup goals been met for the entire site?
3 Answer:  No v " Lang-Term
es
SDMS Number(s): 71360 L ng?:;r;gi?,ilth
List Reference Document(s). ‘No-ROD-inplaee— 0}/0‘] K( Rf T | Achieved
I
No
Siep & Are there complete human exposure pathways between contaminated groundwater, sail surface water,
se-diment, or air media and human receptors such that exposures can be reasonably expected under current
conditions?
Answer. Ne- Y S
Cwy  SDNSNumbers) 3360 L
<€---— List Refarence Document(s): i
e>/09 R( APT
Yes
Step 4: Are the actual or reasonably expected human exposures associated with the complete pathways identified in /_,("\\\
Step 3 within acceptable limits under current conditions? S
. Current Human
Answver: N0 No Exposures Not
SDMS Number(s): 313602 Controlled | y
List Re‘ererce Document(s): 0_5/0 q IZ i ROT L/
\‘____/

, ‘continued on next page) \l/ Yes



(continued from previous page)

Step 5. Is the site Construction Complete, is the remedy operating as intended, and are engineering and institutional

——————m

‘F:ontrols (if required), in place and effective? N i Current Human
o ; Exposures Not |
J Answer:  No ‘ ‘ Controlled |
SDMS Number(s): l\

; . List Reference Document(s): No ROD in place i .
: Current Human
Yes Exposure
Controlled and
! Protective

‘ Eemedy in Place

esponse actions and legal authorities to prevent unacceptable human exposure, yet exposures continue due to a
efusal by the property owner(s) to participate in the remedy (e.g., refusal to accept a municipal water supply hookup)
AND the region wishes to exercise its discretion to classify this site as Human Exposure Under Control, consistent
with the requirements laid out in the Superfund Environmental Indicators Guidance (OSWER 9285.02, March 2008,
pages 4-10 and 4-11).

ftep 6: Are there continuing exposures af the site? Answer Yes only if EPA (cr a state or PRP) has exhausted all
N

‘ Answer: No
|

Exposure Pathway Description

If Human Exposure is NOT under control, please describe the exposure pathway.

" Approved by Headquarters Environmental Coordinator
Unofficial

i THE Rl REPOT p6cuménTED THAT THEAS Ade METHLS EXCEECPAvCES
lcon’G{l ScreeninvG L;E\'CLS) v SoiLs /v Sure KESIPEATIA L. YARDS

- AND ALLEYWAYS wNEAL THE SITE . cuipenT RCSIOENTS ARE EXZSED y
To unAccepTabLe QISR VIA THE Solu Exfasufe PATHWAY, PRIMARILY

D THAOWCH INGESTIoN.

Approvals (Initial and Date)

RPM Section Chief [ Technical Review Branch Chief IMC Data Entry

Awm 'ZL):A)"[ 3&4’ 'b!n’)or. ’Ljal(wr f:',,x 1e] —B/Q ‘7‘1? fﬂ



RUN DATE: 10/30/08 14:06 Superfund Migration of Contaminated &?:EISEE‘EQE' ;::E
SOURCE: CERCLIS Ground Water Under Control )A'
Worksheet

Jefinition: !s the migration of contaminated ground water being controlled through engineered or natural processes?

Fegion: 0f Section: Primary RPM: RONALD MURAWSKI

Site Name: OLD AMERICAN ZINC PLANT EPA ID: IL0000034355

3W Survey Status: Insufficient Data to Determine Contaminated Groundwater Migration Control Status

v o

hanged:

Justification Date: Justification Type:

Estimated Under Control Date: 12/31/2015 W

Justification Text: If site status has changed. Please enter g/justification as to why the status ha
Tha 01Q American Zinc Plant Site is consideréd Insufficient Data to detetmine Contaminated
Groundwater Migration Under Control status pecause it is not known if e migration of contaminated
groundwater will remain within an existing/area of contamination as defined by groundwater monitoring
locations. The PRPs the draft RI Report in 2008, yhe/ U.5. EPA-wild-*
further -ejd.y,the nature and extent of off-site groundwater contamination. Aﬂ‘l “9

e T

Q. Does the site currently have contaminated ground water or did site conditions No Stop, you do not
warrant EPA's investigation or remediation of ground water contamination in the past? |—————uw need to
complete the
GM E!
Answer. Yes
Y
v Yes
) Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available
Insuficient | ajeyanysignificant information on known and reasonably suspected releases to
Data/No ground water been considered in this determination?
Answer. e~ YES .
SDMS/Control Number: M uw-lﬂv A
List Reference Document(s): \L‘
ARI Reporxrt t by EPA.
\k Yes
Step 2. s ground water known or reasonably suspected to be "contaminated" above
Insufficient | appropriately protective risk-based "levels" (applicable promulgated standards, as well )
Data/No as other appropriate standards, guidelines, or criteria) as a result No Contaminated
< . > Ground Water
of a release from the site? Migration Under
Answer: YES Control
| SDMS/Control Number:
List Reference Document(s): pAFT RI KEPORT
¥ Yes
! Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated ground water stabilized (such that
Insufficient | contaminated ground water is expected to remain within "existing area of
Data/No contaminated ground water”) as defined by the monitoring locations designated at No
< the time of this determination?
Answer: /MSUFFICIENT DATA
SDMS/Control Number:
<& List Reference Document(s): .5 » AET 'e/ ;Zé /0/17



Yes
Insufficient . “ ) ] e
Data/No Step 4. Does "ccntaminated” ground water discharge into surface water bodies? No
€————————] Answer:
SDMS/Control Number:
List Reference Document(s):
Yes
Step 5. Can the discharge of "contaminated” ground water into the surface water be No
Insufficient | shown to be "currently acceptable” as defined (i.e., not cause unacceptable impacts to
Data/No surface water, sediments, or ecosystems that should not be allowed to
continue untit a final remedy decision can be made and implemented}?
Answer:
SDMS/Control Number.
List Reference Document(s):
Yes
Step 6. Will ground water monitoring/measurement data ( and surface
insufficient | water/sediment/ecological data as necessary) be collected in the future to verify that
Data/No contaminated ground water has remained within the horizontal (or vertical. as
< necessary) dimensions of the "existing area" of contaminated ground water?
Answer: No
SDMS/Control Number:
List Reference Documentis):
\'74 J/
Yes
v v
Insufficient Data to Contaminated Ground Contaminated Ground
Determine Contaminated Water Migration Under Water Migration Not
Ground Water Migration Control Under Control
Under Control Status
Approvals (Initial and Date)
RPM Section Chief Technical Review Branch Chief iMC Data Entry

T
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A
Cum!
Region: i_StaIe: . EPA ID: /£ 000003Y353Site Name: 04L& AMERICAN BINC LFIANT SITE 65

Human Exposure Evaluation Flowchart

1. 1s there sufficient known and reliable information to make an No Insufﬁci'ent Data to
evaluation on human exposure at this site? _| Determine Human
Exposure Control
Response: YES Status (HEID)
<YCS>
\-’ Yes
o )

Have all long-term human exposure-related cleanup goals
bean met for the entire site?

Current Human
Exposures Under
Control and Long-
Term Human

Health Protection
Reference: MO RoPD IN PLAcE Achieved (HHPA)

=

Response: A O

v

; Resulting Current Human Exposure
3. Are there Complete Human Exposure pathways between Determination:
contaminated ground water, soil, surface water, sediment,
or air media and human receptors such that exposures can ‘ :
o be reasonably expected under current conditions? ﬁ-u«» WL G/ i /)5’
RPM Signature " Date
Response: VO . o .
Reference: REMoVAL ACTiON + /\)(A AN e ffvr/(»;, 7(%|0%
L R\ SANPLING RESULTS CoMPLETE Séetion Chief Signature Date
/ Nw} .
<\,-4’ l A N6 0& Coordinator Initials, Date
Yes
4. Arethe actual or reasonably expected human exposures
associated with the complete pathways identified in
Step 3 within acceptapl'e lirr[;its under current N Current Human
conditions © » | Exposures Not
Under Control
. Response: (HENC)
Reference:
l If one or more
criteria from T
o Yes Step S are not
5. Is the site Construction Complete, is the remedy met Current Human
Jperating as intended, and are engineering and Exposures Under
‘nst:tutional controls (if required), in place and Control (HEUC) P%
effective? » —
Response: % If all g E)Cxl:)l:sﬁ:lrte?:ji:::r
Reference: g e =
sference:_A0_Rop i/ PLA criteria Control and
- from Protective
Step 5 Remedies in Place
— are met (HEPR)

NN ,
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Superfund Migration of Contaminated
Ground Water Under Control Worksheet

BSAL

Definition: 1s the migration of contaminated ground water from the site being controlled through engineered or natural processes?

5~

Region:
State: lL- 3 "})—__r
EDPA [D: L0000 ‘ . o
Site Name: oLy Aﬂ(;’ﬂlcﬁv %/N ¢ f'l-/*ﬂf 5/ rCf
Step 1. Based on the most current data on the site, has all available relevant/significant information on
o, | known and reasonably syspected releases jo the ground waier been considered.in this EI determination?
\Ii('( {-{ Explain Rationale: ,éfec Ceo N7 \/67t\£c J!lé;ml rep
BY PRPs IR ApRover By EFA
List Site Reference Document:
y Yes
Step 2. Is ground water known or reasonably suspected to be “contaminated” above appropnately
protective risk-based “levels” (applicable promulgated standards, as well as other appropriate standards,
guidelines, or criteria) as a result of a release from the site? No
Thsu thotent Explain Rationale: -—)YES,
Data Site Does
Meet
List Site Reference Document: Definition
yYes
Step 3. Is the migration of contaminated ground water stabilized (such that contaminated ground water
is expected to remain within “existing area of contaminated ground water™) as defined by the monitoring
locations designated at the time of this determination?
« Explain Rationale: No
€ xyplain Rationale:
[nsufficient
Daa
List Site Reference Document:
yYes
Step 4. Does “contaminated™ ground water discharge into surface water bodies?
Explain Rationale:
] No
[nsutficien- [
Daa o
List Site Reference Document:
~yYes
Step 5. Can the discharge of “contaminated” ground water into surface water be shown to be “currently
acceptable™ as defined (i.e, not cause unacceptable impacts to surface water, sediments, or ecosystems
that should not be allowed to continue until a final remedy decision can be made and implemented)? No
T;Tﬂ—l;; Explain Rationale: >
Data
List Site Reference Document:
yYes
Step 6. Will ground water monitoring/measurement data (and surface water/sediment/ecological data | o |
as necessary) be collected in the future to verify that contaminated ground water has remained within
the horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dimensions of the “existing area” of contaminated ground water? | N,
Insufticient| Explain Rationale: —
Data
List Site Reference Document:
”/-‘r?c"""""\\\ chs v
’ INSUIFICIENT DATA, 2 NO, Site Does Not
More Infonmation Needed YES, Site Does Meet Definition Meet Definition

to Mal.e Determination

.-
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